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sopher, which was latent in the 'Fifties of last
century. In an essay in the 'North British
Keview' I tried my hand in a sort of Eirenicon,
as between Mill and Hamilton; also between
Berkeley and Hamilton, in their common doctrine
of an immediate perception of phenomena practi-
cally external to each percipient person. Neither
attempt, I now think, was satisfactory. In the
preface to the next edition of his book Mill
treated my conciliatory criticism as advocacy:
" The review of this work in the e North
British/" he said, "is attributed to Professor
Fraser, and bears the strongest internal marks
of that origin. This able thinker, though he
considers me to have often misunderstood Sir
"W. Hamilton, is, on the substantial philosophic
doctrines principally concerned, a most valuable
ally, to whom I might almost have left the de-
fence of our common opinions." My sympathy
with the prominence given to our concrete ex-
perience by Mill, and in the English philo-
sophical tradition from Bacon and Locke, had,
I think, made me stretch conciliation too far;
and the same perhaps in regard to the "im-
mediate perception" theories of Berkeley and
Hamilton. This part of my essay was themoral reason and righteousnessures," he adds, "maybe regardedsgow, a But
